
competition to cable, the Commission should, consistent with its

flexible regulatory approach, leave each DBS service provider

free to acquire the programming and programming rights that will

ensure that the public has two unique services from which to

choose.

DBS is a service that, after more than 12 years in

development, will soon become a reality. The Commission has

stressed that DBS must be provided in a way that promotes and

fosters, not hinders, effective competition to cable and the

multichannel video marketplace. See TEMPO Satellite, Inc., 7 FCC

Rcd 2728 (1992). Placing any unnecessary restrictions at this

time on the ability of DBS service providers to make arrangements

for programming will hinder their ability to compete effectively

with cable.

v. Copclu,iop

The Commission's First R & 0 in this proceeding faithfully

carried out Congressional intent and implemented regulations

consistent with the Cable Act, its legislative history, the

record in this proceeding, and the public interest. For the
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foregoing reasons, NRTC's Petition for Reconsideration should be

denied.

Respectfully submitted,

UNITED STATES SATELLITE
BROADCASTING COMPANY, INC.

BY:~~Marvin Rosenberg
Patricia A. Mahoney

Its Attorneys
FLETCHER, HEALD & HILDRETH
1300 N. 17th Street, 11th Floor
Arlington, Virginia 22209
(703) 812-0400

July 14, 1993
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*Alexandra Wilson, Esq.
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